Mate choice copying has been documented extensively in the laboratory with almost no supporting data available from studies in the wild. We investigated male and female mate choice copying in a wild population of the sailfin molly, a species that shows copying in the laboratory. We set up two upside-down plastic tanks in a river, with two jars of water on each tank. In male mate choice trials we placed a female in one jar and a male in the other on one tank and a female in one jar on the other tank, leaving the last jar empty. In female mate choice trials we presented a male and a female on one tank and a male and an empty jar on the other. Males preferred to associate with a female adjacent to a male rather than a lone female and females preferred to associate with a male adjacent to a female rather than a lone male. In two controls for shoaling behaviour we presented two males on one side of the set-up and one male on the other or two females versus one female. These controls showed that shoaling behaviour could not explain the male and female preference. Thus both sexes of the sailfin molly show mate choice copying in the wild, much as they do in laboratory studies. At least in this species, mate choice copying is not a laboratory artefact.
final acceptance 28 November 2001; MS. number: 6835R) Mate choice copying has been documented extensively in the laboratory with almost no supporting data available from studies in the wild. We investigated male and female mate choice copying in a wild population of the sailfin molly, a species that shows copying in the laboratory. We set up two upside-down plastic tanks in a river, with two jars of water on each tank. In male mate choice trials we placed a female in one jar and a male in the other on one tank and a female in one jar on the other tank, leaving the last jar empty. In female mate choice trials we presented a male and a female on one tank and a male and an empty jar on the other. Males preferred to associate with a female adjacent to a male rather than a lone female and females preferred to associate with a male adjacent to a female rather than a lone male. In two controls for shoaling behaviour we presented two males on one side of the set-up and one male on the other or two females versus one female. These controls showed that shoaling behaviour could not explain the male and female preference. Thus both sexes of the sailfin molly show mate choice copying in the wild, much as they do in laboratory studies. At least in this species, mate choice copying is not a laboratory artefact. Many models of sexual selection assume that females choose mates on the basis of genetically heritable mate preferences (reviewed in Kirkpatrick & Ryan 1991; Andersson 1994) . There is increasing evidence, however, that social factors are also important in influencing mate choice decisions. Mate choice copying, which we refer to below as 'copying', is one such social influence on mate choice decisions (Westneat et al. 2000) . Mate choice copying is defined as nonindependent mate choice in which a female's probability of choosing a given male increases if other females have previously chosen that male (Pruett-Jones 1992). In some cases mate choice copying can compromise genetically determined mate preferences (Dugatkin 1998a). During copying, females observe a sexual interaction between a male and another female and choose the same male for mating as the previous female. Thus a female's mate choice depends on the mate choice of other females. Although studies on mate choice copying have focused on female mate choice, male sailfin mollies also copy the choice of other males (Schlupp & Ryan 1997) . Copying differs from other types of nonindependent mate choice in that it is the observation of the sexual interaction between a male and a female, per se, that influences the mating decision of the observing individual, rather than some consequence of the sexual interaction. For example, female aggregations during mating might erroneously suggest copying (Shuster & Wade 1991; Clutton-Brock & McComb 1993; McComb & Clutton-Brock 1994) . Also, a number of studies suggest that female fish prefer males with eggs in their nests from previous matings with other females and that such preferences are an indication of copying (Ridley & Rechten 1981; Constantz 1985; Bisazza & Marconato 1988; Unger & Sargent 1988; Goldsmith et al. 1993 ). But such behaviour probably results from selection to dilute the risk of predation for their own eggs (Rohwer 1978; Jamieson 1995) . Eggs in a nest are a consequence of previous matings with other females and, therefore, cannot be a cue for copying by females (Kraak 1996) .
Most of the evidence for mate choice copying is derived from studies of polygynous fish, such as the guppy, Poecilia reticulata, (Dugatkin 1992 (Dugatkin , 1996a (Dugatkin , 1998a Dugatkin & Godin 1992 , 1993 , the Japanese medaka, Oryzias latipes, (Grant & Green 1996; but see Howard et al. 1998 ) and the sailfin molly (Schlupp et al. 1994; Schlupp & Ryan 1997; Witte & Ryan 1998) , as well as studies of polygynous bird species such as the sage grouse, Centrocercus urophasianus (Gibson et al. 1991) , the black grouse,
